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“Dittos, Rush” 


aelatm- Lacey Mual-miaelic-rem elt-lia 





This evening I picked up the July issue of The 
Limbaugh Letter and began to read the cover 
story, “The Americans Who Risked Every- 
thing,” aloud to my family. For the next 15 
minutes or so I held them spellbound with the 
words written by your father. I’m not sure, but I 
think they were holding their breath. As | 
reached the last two paragraphs, I could feel the 
lump in my throat growing bigger until it all 
but choked off my trembling voice. I managed 
to hold it together until I read your comments 
that followed. I looked up at my husband’s 
moist eyes, and he squeezed my hand as I quick- 
ly swiped at the tears threatening to spill down 
my cheeks. Sharing your father’s speech was 
especially meaningful to us. Our 14-year-old 
son just graduated 8th grade from Liberty 
Christian School here and was awarded the 
Daughters of the American Revolution Citi- 
zenship Medal. It was not until we read your 
father’s speech did the true impact of the honor 
hit home. Needless to say, we are proud of our 
son, and I know beyond a shadow of a doubt 
that your father is proud you shared his moving 
and inspirational words. 

— KIMBERLY R. MILLER, REDDING, CA 
Thank you, Madam; your words mean more to me 


than you could possibly know. 


July 96: best issue of your Letter yet. Keep it up. 
— E.P. BLack, So. DAYTONA, IL 


Will do. 


I just finished reading your father’s speech in 
the July issue of The Limbaugh Letter Rush, | 
have tears in my eyes and a lump in my throat. 
This should be required reading in every history 
class in the country. This country is great because 
of the sacrifices of so many 
— people who indeed risked 
everything for the freedom 
we take for granted. Thank 
you for sharing your father’s 
speech, and for all you do to 
spread the word. People 
need to be reminded of how 
this nation became so great. 

— VANESSA DEGEORGE, 

CHARLOTTE, NC 

An article from my newsletter 

taught in a public school his- 

tory class? Vanessa: there is no 

such thing as a public school 
history class. 





“Say! isn't that my Rush Limbaugh tie?” 


Normally I don’t write letters in response to 
something I’ve read, but I have to tell you that 
your July Letter was exceptional. I'd like to join 
the throng of readers who are hailing your father’s 
speech. I wish I could have heard him in person 
— he must have been a great man. 

— NAIDA ROSCOVIUS, GREEN Bay, WI 
Indeed he was. I am profoundly moved that so 
many have been inspired by his words. 


I have been a devout supporter and admirer of 
your relentless pursuit of the truth since 1992 (I 
am 29). You have masterfully recruited me into 
your ever-growing army of dittoheads. Due sole- 
ly to you and the influence of your Letter, I am 
now adept at professing my conservative view- 
points with such precision so as to render my 
liberal adversaries speechless. And what great sat- 
isfaction this brings. Moreover, my conservative 
friends are constantly asking me if I have fin- 
ished perusing The Letter each month — | 
always explain to them that they need to order 
their own subscriptions. As a gesture of apprecia- 
tion to you, I have adorned my car with vanity 
license plates boldly proclaiming: “DITTOs.” I 
have received a plethora of positive attention 
because of this. Keep up your excellent work and 
long live The Limbaugh Letter. 

— CHRISTOPHER M. INGUANTI, DEER PARK, NY 


Let me add my positive attention to your plethora, sir. 


“;Bacwayi domucwatobe!” That means, liter- 
ally, “as one of our thinking.” I believe that’s 
how the Maco Indians in the Amazon jungle of 
southern Venezuela would say “dittos.” I’m a 
missionary living down here learning their up- 
until-now unwritten language with the goal of 
translating and teaching the Bible. Thank you 
for all you are doing to help the American peo- 
ple understand what is going on, even though 
many do not choose to acknowledge the truth. 
You have been a great help to me — a couple of 
years ago a friend sent me his Limbaugh Letters 
when hed finished. I’ve had to get them out of 
my files just for a quick 
Rush fix, but the joy of 
reading them over makes me 
long for the day that my 
new, up-to-date Limbaugh 
Letters will reach me. Keep 
up the good work. And 
know that way down here in 
the jungle you have a group 
of amigos who appreciate all 
you do for our country. God 
bless you. 

— PHYLLIS GORDON, 
MARUETA, VENEZUELA 
The worldwide spread of EIB 


continues. 
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Fein Mur Schools? — 





few months ago, 
one of the most 
powerful men in 
4 America called it 
quits. That man is Keith 
iger, who recently departed 

q 1ead of the 2.2-million-member 
N ducation Association, the often- 
tyrannical teachers’ union, to go to work for 
the Clinton campaign. 

This might be called a superfluous move, 
since this, the nation’s largest union, is a de 
facto Clinton campaign. For Clinton's entire 
political career he’s been 
in bed with them, and in 
their pocket. At the NEA 
convention held during 
the Fourth of July week- 
end — a virtual Clinton 
political rally with 
Clinton as keynote speak- 
er — 91 percent of the 
NEA delegates voted to 
endorse him for re-elec- 
tion. Folks: where else 
does Clinton have that 
kind of approval rating? 
Among trial lawyers? (At 
least this year’s NEA con- 
vention didn't vote to boy- 
cott anything associated with me, as it did 
Florida orange juice in 1994.) 

In any event, when Geiger left as NEA 
chief, he proudly noted that he had helped 
turn the group into a strong political organi- 
zation. It is now, in fact, the Democratic 
Party's largest lobby — and, as it has since 
1976, it sent more delegates to this year’s 
Democratic National Convention than did 
any state. (The union generously gave each 
of them a $1,000 subsidy for the privilege.) 
Geiger also declared that one of his greatest 
accomplishments was “moving the union 
into a mode where they’re receptive to talk- 
ing about reform.” 

But guess what Geiger didn’t cite among 
his achievements. He didn’t list the great 
educational gains American students made 
during his tenure. Because after presiding 
over years of inventive spelling, creative 







Your child is likely being 
spoon-fed propaganda: 
The earth is dying. 
Pollution is everywhere. 
Styrofoam is evil. Cars are 
deplorable. Development 
is immoral. Business is 
vile. Humans are con- 
temptible; Americans are 
loathsome. Regulations 
are good. Government is 
better. Nature is perfect. 


math, and the overall lowering of academic 
standards ... he couldn't. There was no such 
record of achievement. 

So after seven years as leader of the largest 
teachers’ union, Keith Geiger’s proudest 
accomplishment was getting the union “recep- 
tive” to discussing reform. And they may well 
be ... as long as that discussion doesn't include 
giving parents more authority over their kids’ 
education with school choice, or competency 
testing of teachers, or standardized testing of 
students, or merit pay, or decentralization, 
or competition, or home schooling, or 
voluntary school prayer, 
or the NEA’s taking re- 
sponsibility for the mess 
the schools have become. 

And they have. Folks, 
everyone reading this al- 
ready knows this is axio- 
matic: Public schools in 
America are a disaster. In- 
deed, in the last 30 years, 
though real spending per 
pupil has quintupled, the 
average SAT score has 
dropped 80 points. (Some 
may point out that scores 
have started rising again, 
but this is nothing but 
smoke and mirrors: after an abundance of bad 
publicity, officials recently adjusted the way 
the SAT is graded. Voila — a little French 
lingo, there — “higher” SAT scores.) 


According to a 1994 report by the National , 


Assessment of Educational Progress, 36 
percent of fourth graders, 39 percent of 
eighth graders and 57 percent of 12th 
graders did not know basic facts about 
U.S. history. In reading, the failure rate was 
40 percent of fourth graders, 30 percent of 
eighth graders and 25 percent of 12th graders 
who failed to attain basic competency levels. 
Reading scores at all age levels have fallen 
throughout the 1990s; only 4 percent of high 
school seniors ranked at the advanced reading 
level. A panel of the nation’s governors found 
that, compared with students in other coun- 
tries, American schoolchildren ranked dead 
last in science and math achievement. 










Youve heard similar statistics a million times. 
Youre sick of it. I’m sick of it. If you're a stu- 
dent trying to prepare yourself for the responsi- 
bilities of life, you're even more sick of it. 

How did we come to this point, as a 
country? We once knew quite well how to 
educate our kids. We once had high expec- 
tations of academic achievement. And 
those expectations were met. A generation 
ago, two generations ago, and on back 
throughout our history, students who grad- 
uated from American public schools were 
actually educated people. America is popu- 
lated with accomplished citizens who are 
the product of American public education. 

But now the tentacles of liberalism have 
reached so deeply into the education system 
that genuine teaching is being choked out. 
Today, with the schools’ emphasis on self- 
esteem, multiculturalism (translation: anti- 
American victimology), sex education, and 
— yes — liberal political activism, fewer and 
fewer students leave school with the skills 
necessary to prepare them for the competi- 
tive world of work. Ask any employer if the 
majority of current graduates can read well 
enough, calculate accurately enough, or write 
clearly enough to handle fundamental job 
requirements. Ask any employer if today’s 
crop of job applicants knows how to make 
change. Or write a memo. Or fill out a time 
sheet. Heck, ask how many of them can fil 
out a job application. 


n recent days, the possible 
discovery of possible bacteria 
in a possibly Martian rock 
| Mihas given rise to new specula- 
E tion about possible extra-terres- 
al life. Well, if there were intel- 
sent life on Mars, he, she, or it 
would look at this situation and ask: 
“But Rush ... why do Democrat earthlings 
demand funding for all these new ‘job 
training’ programs? If schools aren't teaching 
kids reading, writing, math, history — 
the basics — what are they teaching them? 
And where in the universe is all that taxpayer 
money going?” 

Much of it, my cosmic friend, is 









being sucked into the black hole of environ- 
mental wackoism. 

I get more letters from my audience on 
this subject than almost any other — with 
the possible exception of people exasperated 
with media bias. Distraught parents by the 
hundreds write me, genuinely troubled 
about the effect of their schools’ environ- 
mental agenda on their children. Regaling 
me with story after story about kids terrified 
by doomsday scenarios of planetary apoca- 
lypse, or about politicized children enlisted 


in a “children’s crusade” against perceived 
ecological lapses in their homes, they consis- 
tently use terms like “brainwashing” and 
“indoctrination” and “thought control.” 
These people are not exaggerating. They 
are not overreacting. If your child is in public 
school in America, the odds are quite good 
that part of his or her day is taken up with 
environmental propaganda. Chances are he 
or she is not learning useful and interesting 
information about “ecosystems,” as you did, 
or the carbon, nitrogen, and water cycles. 


Environmental Facts Not Taught 


On everponuiston’: The world population growth rate is decreasing 
— from slightly more than 2 percent in the late 1960s to fica. 1.7 percent in she 
1990s — and is expected to drop to less than | percent by the 2020s. 
On “scarce resources”: When adjusted for inflation, natural resource 
and energy prices have been level or have fallen for many years —~ which indicates 
abundance, not scarcity, 
On “dwindling food supplies”: World food supplies are growing 
faster than population. Virtually all the world’s hunger today is political — that is, 
the result of war, or where food is used as a weapon in civil conflicts, or the 
inevitable outcome when socialist regimes put food production and distribution 
under government control. Most of the world’s population has been eating 
increasingly better since World War I. 
On “global warming” theory: [he weaknesses of the predictive 
value of computer models is rarely mentioned in environmental education materi- 
als. Also not mentioned: most of the observed slight temperature rise (about 1"C) 
over the last hundred years took place between 1880 and 1938, when the burning 
of fossil fuels was less than in the post-World War IL era. According to temperature 
readings taken by satellite, the earth’s average temperature has been level or has 
decreased slightly between 1979 and 1996, 
On “acid rain”: Whe largest scientific study of acid rain (National Acid 
Precipitation Assessment Program, a ten-year, $500 million government funded 
project) concluded that: “There is no evidence of widespread forest damage from 
current ambient levels (pH 4.0-5.0) of acidic deposition [acid rain] in the United 
States.” Mast environmental education materials do not mention the naturally 
acidic nature of precipitation. 
On recycling: Many types of recycling use more energy and natural resources 
and create more pollution than does producing products from new materials. 
Paper vs. severe Scientific research indicates that paper biodegrades 
very slowly, if at all, in modern landfills. Therefore, avoiding plastic or Blackie 
products (including the much-maligned Styrofoam) in favor a paper does not 
“help” the planet. 
on “running out of landfill”: |f the U.S. continues to generate 
earbage at its current rate, it would take 1,000 years to fill.a plot of land 100 yards 
deep and 35 miles square. 


On “running out of oi1.”: [here is currently about 15 years’ supply of 


known petroleum reserves. (In fact, there are far more “known reserves” than there 
were a i decades avo. Oil companies keep finding more.) Cars’ gas tanks will 
not read “E” in 16 years because oil companies ale continue to drill more wells 
and i more oil. You probably do not have more than a week's supply of 
food in your house, either, But next week, you will go buy more. 

On “saving” trees: lor centuries, people have been cutting down trees 
and planting new ones. Even without human help, trees recycle themselves. (They 
have seeds.) America today has more standing timber than it did in 1920, and 
more timber grows each year than is cut. 


SOURCE: MICHAEL SANERA, PH.D. Direcror/RESEARCH FELLOW, THE CLAREMONT INSTITUTES CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL 
BOUCATION RESEARCH. FOR MOREL INFORMATION CALL 1-800-989-2600, ADDINONAL DATA FROM Dr, THOMAS SOWELL. 





Instead, he or she is likely being spoon-fed 
shoddy science and worse economics straight 
out of the nightmare world of Algore. To wit: 
The earth is dying. Pollution is everywhere. 
Styrofoam is evil. Cars are deplorable. Devel- 
opment is immoral. Business is vile. Humans 
are contemptible; Americans are loathsome. 
Regulations are good. Government is better. 
Nature is perfect. 


™ very bit of this dogma 
| is, in fact, demonstra- 
ek Mm = bly false — but that 
Bue aie Mien has not prevented its 
Roceat throughout public 

school classrooms of America. 

— has been a singularly successful 
campaign by the far left, with a reach and a 
power equalled only by its invisibility. It is 
barely on the radar screens of most in 
Washington. Only parents notice. Mean- 
while, a truly radical “environmental educa- 
tion” has become pervasive. 

The truth is, environmentalist wackos 
have not, of late, had much success in the 
political arena, since so many adults have 
grown weary of their wild claims and fear- 
mongering. But in the public schools, they 
have effectively implemented a stealth 
agenda of genuine extremism right under 
the public’s nose. 

In 1990, Congress authorized $65 million 
to support environmental education. Sounds 
good, as these things always do. Now the 
Environmental Protection Agency even has an 
Office of Environmental Education, and 29 
states require environmental instruction in 
schools. Many states mandate that it encom- 
pass all grade levels, and that it be integrated 
into the entire curriculum — in addition to 
science classes. This means history, geography, 
civics, health, English and even math. 

Yes, math. In Waukesha, WI this sum- 
mer, the school board decided to spend 
$148,000 on middle school math books 
that reek environmentalism. Get this: 
Throughout an eighth grade math text are 
sections titled “Save Planet Earth.” One of 
them describes the benefits of recycling 
aluminum. I kid you not. The text also 
contains a two-page lesson about how to 
“make a book about an endangered species, 
what is being done to protect this animal 
and how you propose to help.” There are 
no math exercises here. The teacher’s edi- 
tion suggests students list threats to ani- 
mals, including “destruction of habitat, 
poisons, hunting.” 

School board member Kathy Briggs 
tried unsuccessfully to stop the district 
from buying the books because, as she 


continued on page 15 








RESULTS 


RESULTS 


n August 5, an ABC/Washington Post survey actually 

asked voters whether Bob Dole is proposing a tax cut 

because a) it is good for the country, or b) to help 
him get elected. This really frosts me. Has any poll anywhere 
asked citizens to judge whether anything Bill Clinton has 
done during his Presidency was “for the good of the country” 
or “to help him get elected”? Noooo. 

Which is why I am happy I can do my own polls. Because 
my audience is, according to the recent study by the University 
of Pennsylvania’s Annenberg School for Communication, 
“more knowledgeable” and “better informed” than those who 
do not listen to talk radio. “This is true of civics knowledge, 
general factual knowledge about social and political issues and 
factual knowledge about things in the news,” the report said. 
Of coutse. 

I have carefully compiled the results from the 3500 entries 
of the latest survey you returned by the July 20 deadline, as 
described on page 14 of the July Limbaugh Letter. The dozens 
of you who were late and sent flimsy excuses like: “T was on 
vacation...” or “Rush, I was really busy...” did not make the 
cut. You know who you are, and you should know better. 

First, let me report that despite all the national polls to the 
contrary, my audience believes the Dole tax-cut plan would 
work. When asked, “Do you believe it is possible to cut taxes 
and balance the budget at the same time?” a full 88 percent 
answered: “yes; but only after November 1996.” None of 
those surveyed — zip, zero, nada — said no, it was not possi- 
ble. 4 percent did say: “not as long as Ted Kennedy is in the 
Senate”; 8 percent opined, “not as long as Sen. Robert Byrd is 
spending the federal budget on West Virginia.” 

When asked to account for the greater percentage of women 
favoring Clinton over Dole, 22 percent believed the so-called 
“gender gap” was due to the fact that Bob Dole’s political 
resume has a major omission: no bimbo eruptions; 10 percent 
claimed these are the Women Who Vote for the Men Who 
Tax Them. But a majority of my audience — 54 percent — 
credited the gender gap to more women than men jerking 
pollsters’ chains. 

When asked what had happened in the last four years to 
their confidence in the mainstream media for political infor- 
mation and analysis, not one replied that their faith in the 
media had increased; 2 percent said it had stayed the same; 96 
percent — that’s ninety-six percent — said it had vanished. 

My audience has some fascinating responses to events in the 
news. When asked how they accounted for the discrepancy 
between Bill Clinton’s statement in a radio address that he had 
“vivid and painful memories of black churches being burned in 
my own state when I was a child” and state historians’ reports 
that no black churches in Arkansas were burned, 12 percent 
claimed Bill Clinton was talking about his “state” of mind. 
A cynical 6 percent said Clinton’s memory was altered by 
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Republicans; 28 percent thought his memory was altered by 
something he didn’t inhale. But 54 percent declared the discrep- 
ancy arose because Clinton is a congenital lawyer. 

Only 2 percent of my audience agreed with Bill Clinton that 
the White House obtained FBI background files on Republicans 
due to a “completely honest bureaucratic snafu.” 6 percent said 
the FBI forced the White House to take the files; 12 percent con- 
cluded that the Clinton Administration likes to keep tabs on its 
opponents. A full 80 percent believed the only snafu, from the 
President’s view, occurred when the public found out about it. 

When asked what Hillary Clinton’s agenda was on her trip to 
eastern Europe in July, not one person who responded to my sur- 
vey believed the White House explanation that she wanted to 
“demonstrate American support for the newly democratic coun- 
tries of the region.” 14 percent thought her purpose was to check 
out new real estate opportunities; 2 percent theorized that she was 
over there to tour adoption agencies. But 84 percent said the rea- 
son the First Lady traveled to eastern Europe was ... “to lie low.” 

In response to Hillary Clinton’s indication that she would like 
to work on “a project” if her husband wins a second term, 
2 percent of those in my poll speculate that project would be 
“channeling”; 6 percent believe it would be commodities trad- 
ing reform; and 34 percent predict it would be file manage- 
ment. But a plurality, 46 percent, anticipate that the First Lady's 
project would be prison reform. 


\ hen asked what Mrs. Clinton would name her new 
child, if she adopted one as she indicated she'd like to 
in a Time magazine interview, 8 percent of my audi- 

ence picked the names Madonna or John-John. But 36 percent of 

those surveyed answered: “She won't name the child. The child 
will demand the right to name itself.” 56 percent said she would 
name the child Hillary, if it’s a girl. If it’s a boy, anybody but Bill. 

When asked if Hillary Clinton deserved a second term, not 
one answered yes. 50 percent replied no; and another 50 per- 
cent said “only if her two terms can be served concurrently.” 

Speaking of which ... when asked who they blamed for crime 
(according to polls, this remains Americans number one con- 
cern), 46 percent of my audience said they blamed liberals. A 
plurality, 48 percent, responded that they blamed criminals. 
And 6 percent blamed both liberals and criminals. 

When asked the all-important question: “Are you better off 
now than you were four years ago?” 12 percent of my audience 
— and youre a bunch I’m going to have to work on — re- 
sponded: “No; and it’s not my fault.” 14 percent said yes, they 
were better off, despite the best efforts of liberals to punish 
achievement. A bright 20 percent of you replied: “Yes, thanks to 
my own efforts.” An inspiring 46 percent answered: “The ques- 
tion is moot. Opportunities in this country remain limited only 
by my dreams.” 

Proving the Annenberg study is right on the money. i 
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It was the highest honor and privilege for me to speak to the newly 
elected Prime Minister of Israel. He is familiar to many Americans, 
having been frequently on television as Israels ambassador to the U.N. 
in the 1980s, and more recently as Israels opposition leader. He is a 
charismatic man who inspires great confidence in his own country and 
throughout the world, a brilliant politician who some say ts as savvy in 
the nuances of American poli- 
tics as his own countrys. I met 
with him during my trip to 
Israel three years ago; I can tell 
you that his election victory 
will rank as one of the most 
important milestones of the era. 


Rush: Mr. Prime Minister! 
Netanyahu: Rush, how 
are you? 

Rush: | am thrilled and hon- 
ored that youve made some 
time for us. I want you to know 
how appreciative we all are that 
youve carved out a little bit of 
your day for this. 
Netanyahu: It’s my 


leasure. 
ush: I want to start the in- 


terview by making sure our 
readers understand, as I pose 
these questions to you and as 
you answer them, that you are 
the first prime minister elected 
by the people of Israel, as 
opposed to a prime minister 
being elected by the Knesset, 
the Israeli equivalent of 
our Congress. 

Netanyahu: That’s correct. 
Rush: And you won this election by 
a landslide among Israel’s Jewish vot- 
ers. I think it’s important for people to 
understand that. 

Netanyahu: You're right on both 
counts — although I value any vote I 


ot, Jewish and non-Jewish. 
ush: True, of course. But this was pitched as a “razor close” elec- 


tion. Yet this was the first time the people of Israel had been polled 
on the peace process. And a clear message was sent, to you and the 
other people in the nation by that. So in this context, I think it’s 
important for people to understand that you are no fluke, that you 
are in fact the first democratically elected prime minister of the 
state of Israel. I’ve been familiar with you, as you know, for quite a 
long time, with your visibility on American television. I think you 
brought home the plight Israel faces in its region better than any- 








you giving up ever- 


increasing portions of 
Israel to people who claim 
to have a stake in it? 





one else has during the Gulf War when you put your thumb over 
the entire map of Israel and thus demonstrated the size of the sur- 
rounding enemies that you face. Do you remember that? 

Netanyahu: Ab, yes I do. In fact, I forgot about it until you just 
reminded me. But that’s a memorable moment indeed. It was in 
the course of, I think, one of the bombardments by Iraqi scud 
rockets. People have this image 
of Israel as a huge country dom- 
inating our Arab neighbors, and 
that is simply not the case. The 
width of this “great Israel” that 
everybody is always talking 
about, is all of fifty miles. If we 
were to go back to the pre-1967 
boundaries, we'd be all of ten 
miles or eight miles. You can't 
live very well on that kind of 
width. We’ve obviously got 
some problems. But I think we 
also have opportunities — and 
our quest is for a genuine peace, 
a peace that can be defended. 
That’s the only kind of peace 
that can hold in our part of 


the world. 
Rush: Yasser Arafat recently 


accused you of trying to 
ignore him. His quote is: 
“IT am the most impor- 
e tant figure in the Middle 
East dilemma, in the 
Middle East equation.” 
On August 14, Arafat 
wrote President Clinton, 
asking him to put pres- 
sure on Israel to honor its 
peace deal with the PLO. 
The text of the letter, at 
least as it’s being report- 
ed in the United States, 
says: “We look to you 
[President Clinton] to 
make Israel comply with 
the peace process and its obligations.” How’s this playing with the 
Israeli people? 

Netanyahu: | think people expect precisely this — precisely a 
compliance with the agreements that were signed. Now you know 
I wasn't a fan of those agreements. But we received them, and | 
said: Fine. We'll accept the Oslo Accords, even though we have a 
lot of criticism about them, because governments keep their com- 
mitments. But we ask the other side, namely the Palestinian 
Authority under Arafat, to keep their commitments. For example, 
the promise not to have any Palestinian Authority offices in 
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Jerusalem. They are in blanket violation of that agreement. Or 
their commitment to act to disarm Hamas and Islamic Jihad ter- 
rorists. They haven't done that. I would very much like to see an 
arrangement where both sides keep the commitments they have 
undertaken. That is precisely what I meant when I spoke in the 
United States about reciprocity. What I'd like to see is a mutual 
fulfillment of obligations, and not a one-sided or unilateral Israeli 


fulfillment and continued Palestinian violation. 
Rush: When I had the pleasure of visiting Israel three summers 


ago, I had the opportunity to talk with then Foreign Minister 
Peres and Prime Minister Rabin, and I asked both of them a ques- 
tion I’m now going to ask you. It was of course more relevant to ask 
them, since you were not aligned with them in their proposals. But I 
was amazed at why and how both those men thought that peace was 
indeed possible with people who have, as long as there has been 
humanity on earth and 
up to recent time, sworn 
your extermination. What 
was it that made them 
think peace with such 
people is possible? And 
do you think it’s possible 
— real peace? 
Netanyahu: You'll 
have to ask Mr. Peres 
what made him think 
that — obviously for tra- 
gic reasons Mr. Rabin 
cannot be asked, because 
he was gunned down, 
tragically. But I'll tell you 
my answer. I think that 
peace is possible and 
indeed attainable, if we 
define what kind of 
peace it is we are seeking 
to achieve. In our part of 
the world, because we 
don’t face democrats — | 
mean that with a small 
“d” — we don't have de- 
mocracy around us, the 
only kind of peace we 
can have is not necessarly 
a peace that comes from sentiment, 
or from full acceptance of the other 
side. That doesn’t happen right away 
with the kind of neighbors that we 
live with. When you have neighbors 
like Saddam Hussein or Mhuamar 
Khaddafi in the neighborhood, I 
don’t think you can develop these 
flowery expectations. 

Rush: You left out Assad in that list. 
Netanyahu: Well, you can put him right back in. It is a fact that 
most of the Middle East is still governed by military dictatorships 
or authoritarian regimes of one kind or another. Under these kind 
of regimes, peace is possible — you don't have to have democracies 
to have peace — but you need a different kind of peace. It’s a peace 
that must be based on the ability to prevent a future slide into 
conflict or into war; which means peace with security. Peace with 
the deterrence of war. I think that applies to peace with the 
Palestinians as well. And I guess the mistake the previous govern- 





holds land; we had the 
wars when they had the 
land. We will not create 

an indefensible Israel. 





ment made was that it forgot that lesson. It said we'll hand over the 
responsibility of protecting the peace, protecting against terror, of 
protecting Israel’s security, to the Palestinian Authority. The result 
was a tremendous escalation of terrorism. I was elected, not to stop 
the peace, but to put it back on track. Which means: restore the 
basic responsibility for security into Israeli hands. And that’s what 
were doing. 
Rush: Do you think peace can be brought about by you giving up 
ever-increasing portions of Israel to people who claim to have a 
stake in it? 
Netanyahu: | don’ think that peace is going to be achieved by 
this idea that has been engraved in people’s minds by endless repe- 
tition: namely, that the problem is Israel holding land the Arabs 
claim they want, and that’s why we have continuous war. In fact, 
we had the wars when they had the land. They wanted to get rid of 
Israel in any boundary. So the 
basic conflict in the Middle East 
between Israel and the Arab world 
— and I’m delighted to see that 
it’s changing — has been rooted in 
the opposition to Israel’s very exis- 
tence. It’s changed with Egypt. 
It’s changed with Jordan. It can 
and I believe is changing with the 
Palestinians, providing we ensure 
that agreements are kept and that 
security is maintained in our hands. 
But it certainly doesn’t mean that in 
order to change it, we have to go on 
ever weakening ourselves, hoping 
for the goodwill of our neighbors 
when they peer at the sea from ten 
miles away. That is not where we're 
going. We're not going to go back 
to the ’67 boundaries; we're not 
going to create an indefensible 
Israel — because that won't be 
an Israel that will live in peace, 


or will live at all. 
Rush: Permit me to share 


with you some observations of 
my trip to Israel, to get you to 
reflect on opinion as it exists 
today. Three years ago, I got 
the impression from both 
Rabin and Peres, although it 
was not stated directly, that 
they were advancing in years, 
their whole lives had been 
consumed with war, and they 
were just tired of it. They 
were tired of their people fac- 
ing each day with the prospect 
of war breaking out, and they thought: It’s time for this to end. So 
I thought that perhaps this quest for peace they started on, the 
Oslo Accords, was partly a product of generational evolution. Is 
there a sentiment in Israel amongst part of the population who 
would agree with that, who say: Look, we've been at war for too 
long, and any peace is better than constant conflict? 

Netanyahu: Look — I’m here, Rush, because a majority, a very 
clear majority of the Israeli people do not share that sentiment, 
that we should give up and just sit down and hope for the best. I’m 
here because people have not given up on a genuine peace. They 














want to infuse the concept of peace with content. You don’t have 
peace and exploding busses. Those two things can’t cohabit. It’s one 
or the other. People have asked me to get rid of the terrorism, or to 
subdue the terrorism, so that we may have peace. Now, did some 
people believe that we just don’t have the will to struggle for this 
genuine kind of peace? I suppose that’s true in some cases; I’m not 
sure I'd name names. But the important thing for me is that we 
haven't given up on peace, and we haven't given up on the right to 
defend ourselves. And in our part of the world, the two go hand in 
hand. By the way, in your part of the world, when you were facing 
an undemocratic adversary, or partner, in the former Soviet Union, 
the two also went hand in hand. You didn’t say: Well, we're tired of 
defending ourselves against potential Soviet aggression, so let’s then 
dismantle our defenses and let’s hope for the best. 

Rush: Some of us did. That was the argument. Some among us 
very much thought that if we would just disarm we would no 
longer be provoking them, and 
they'd become nice people. 
Netanyahu: As far as I 
could see, the majority of the 
American people didn’t share 
that view. 

Rush: You're right about that. 
Netanyahu: In fact, they 
had a different view. They 
said that the way to achieve 
peace vis a vis an undemocratic 
partner is to have sufficient 
strength, sufficient deterrence, 
sufficient resolve and purpose 
to make it clear that the only 
path possible for this adversary 
was one of peace, and not one 
of aggression. In fact, that’s 
exactly what the Israeli people 
have decided in this election. 
So, there might be some fatigue 
in some quarters — | assure 
you, not in this one. 

Rush: Oh, I understand; I was 
not trying to corner you here. 
Netanyahu: That’ a refresh- 
ing thing, compared to some of 
the interviews I’ve had! 

Rush: No, not at all — I’m 
simply trying to gauge the level of opposition you perceive you still 
have among your own people, the political opponents inside the 
country. The Oslo Accords and the whole process never made sense 
to me. As an outsider it never made sense. I was ecstatic with your 
victory. Especially given that the people for the first time elected a 
prime minister. It indicated to me that the road being taken was 
not at all a road chosen by the people. Don’t misunderstand. I’m 
just trying to gauge how much opposition you still have to the new 
road youve decided to take, and ask how your confidence level is 
that youre going to prevail. 

Netanyahu: | have no doubt that we're going to succeed. I think 
were moving in the right direction. We're offering the Palestinians a 
genuine reconciliation and genuine co-existence — but not one 
that sacrifices our security or our rights. And we also insist very, 
very clearly and very strongly on Jerusalem remaining united under 
the one sovereignty that ensures free access, unimpeded access, to 
all three great faiths — and that is under Israeli sovereignty. It’s the 
only time in two millennia that all three of the great religions, 





Christianity, Islam, and Judaism, have free and unfettered access to 
their holy places. We're not going to redivide the city and we're not 
going to build a Berlin Wall inside it again. 

Rush: But has not Arafat said that Jerusalem is going to become 
his capital come proverbial hell or high water? Again, how do you 
have peace with somebody who has that definition of Jerusalem? 
Netanyahu: That is one thing we're going to disagree on, strong- 
ly. At the moment, as you know, Jerusalem is united under Israeli 
sovereignty, and it's going to stay that way. 

Rush: Good. The virtual endorsement by President Clinton of 
Shimon Peres was in this country widely reported as a precursor to 
a cool relationship between you and President Clinton. Has that in 
fact been a problem? 

Netanyahu: President Clinton is a friend of Israel. Senator Dole 
is a friend of Israel. And whoever will be the next President of the 
United States will be a friend of Israel. I think I’m going to stay 
away from these hot waters of 
American politics. 

Rush: Well, I’ve got to ask 
you about Jack Kemp. Because 
Kemp has electrified the Re- 
publican Party. The Republican 
convention befuddled everybody 
because there was unity, there was 
ebullience, an upbeat spirit. The 
press was so disappointed by it 
that Ted Koppel packed his bags 
and left. He said there was nothing 
going on, but it was because they 
were doing too well. And Jack 
Kemp, who’s responsible for a lot 
of this electricity, says that youre 
one of his heroes — as you are a 
hero to many of us, by the way. 
Kemp has been quoted as calling 
you a “young, Jewish Ronald 
Reagan.” He cheers your desire to 
privatize, to cut the tax rate, to 
reduce spending. 

Which takes us to your eco- 
nomic plan. And I talked to you 
about that when I was in Israel. I 
mentioned to you that Rabin told 
me he was quite proud of his pri- 
vatization plan, and you told me 
you considered the plan too small, that it could be much more 
expansive. How important to your success, and to your election, is 
your economic proposal? 

Netanyahu: To my election, I think very little. Because this elec- 
tion was not in any way fought over economics. Israel is probably 
one of the few countries in the world, if not the only country in the 
Western democracies, in which the economy is not the first issue 
— but the second and sometimes a distant second, following peace 
and security. Nevertheless for me it’s crucial, because I envision a 
brilliant future for Israel. Look at the wealthiest people in the world 
right now. If I asked you, Who is the richest man in the world, who 
would you say? 

Rush: The Sultan of Brunei. 

Netanyahu: Correct. Now unless you happen to be born on a 
pond of oil, who is the second richest man? 

Rush: Bill Gates. 

Netanyahu: Right. How much did he have ten years ago? 
Rush: Not much, compared to what he’s got right now. 
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Netanyahu: That’ right. So he’s built a mountain of wealth 
based on conceptual products. Based on products of the mind. 
That’s where the real wealth of tomorrow is coming from. And in 
Israel we have probably the highest concentration per size of popu- 
lation of knowledge workers; we have a very, very large cadre, if 
you will, of knowledge workers, of scientific personnel, of techni- 
cally oriented people. Principally because we have turned our curse 
into our blessing: we've had to defend ourselves, so we've built a 
very sophisticated defense establishment, people in intelligence, 
literally coasting the information highways. People in a very 
sophisticated air force with computerized systems all over the 
place. Every yeat thousands of these people are thrown into the 
Israeli marketplace, and they can be integrated into the informa- 
tion economies of tomorrow. If we unleash that potential by priva- 
tizing the economy, by liberalizing it, by taking away the stifling 
governmental controls, Israel can be one of the wealthiest coun- 
tries in the world per capita and 
also in absolute terms. We will 
also increase our population very 
rapidly because, for example, the 
Jews of the former Soviet Union 
would come to Israel in greater 
and greater numbers. And there- 
by wed have a multiple of both 
per capita income growth and 
the size of the population. 
Rush: What are the major ob- 
stacles you face, including the 
press — because I imagine the 
press there is similar to the press 
here: anytime you make a move 
like this they'll get on your case 
for being “heartless” and “mean- 
spirited” if you're talking about 
budget cuts. 

Netanyahu: We've already 
decided on budget cuts, and yes, 
they've said we're mean-spirited. 
But we're going to budget-cut, 
because the people who really pay 
the price of bad economic man- 
agement, of course, are the lower 
end of the economic scale, espe- 
cially with the cost of inflation. 
That’s the worst tax. People have 
to pay more for bread, or for getting on a bus, or for buying a shirt 
or sweater, which takes a much bigger chunk of their total income. 
We're going to change that. We're going to cut the government bud- 
get, but we're also going to privatize some government companies, 
deregulate, make services a lot cheaper, all those things that have to 
be done. Today, despite the centralization that still plagues the Israeli 
economy, Israel’s GNP per capita is the size of Britain’s. We didn’t go 
through the Thatcher revolution yet. But because of that scientific 
and technological potential I described to you, the income per per- 
son in Israel is the same as Britain's. So you can imagine what Israel 
could be if we deregulated and launched a free market economy 
here. It will be one of the great success stories of the end of this cen- 
tury and the beginning of the next. I would like to see, and I believe 
I will see in Israel, the kind of transformation you saw in the 
economies of, say, Korea or Singapore or Iatwan. These were suppli- 
cant nations 20 years ago, really, nations asking for foreign aid. 
They've become economic tigers in the span of two decades. Israel 
will do this, and a lot more. So come and invest! 





Rush: You've sold me. When you came to the United States in 
July and made your Joint Session appearance before the United 
States Congress, you touched on these economic matters. And it 
was at a time in our politics when the American conservative 
movement was beleaguered. It had been battered around by the 
press and by their Democratic opponents for a year, and I said at 
the time in a radio commentary that I thought it was a bit of a 
shame that the most conservative-sounding, most Ronald Reagan- 
like member of the House of Representatives that day was the 
Prime Minister of Israel. 

Netanyahu: [laughter] 

Rush: | think you should understand how many Americans 
are hoping and praying for your individual and professional 
success, because of the policies that you've laid out, and because of 
the character you obviously have. One of the reasons you are so 
admired here is because you say what you mean, you mean what you 
say — and you obviously enjoy 
saying it. Youve fought against 
all sorts of odds, and you've over- 
come them and you've won. Peo- 
ple are really pulling for you in 
this country — myself at the top 
of the list. 

Netanyahu: I very much 
appreciate that. 

Rush: We're pulling for you in 
all areas, and particularly in the 
area of peace. I think more people 
than ever in this country are now 
educated as to what you face. We 
all wish you the best. We really 
do. I mean that from the bottom 
of my heart. 

Netanyahu: Thank you very 
much, Rush. I wish you could 
come and vote here. 

Rush: Well, some day — you 
never know! 

Netanyahu: [laughter] 
Rush: Have you spoken to Jack 
Kemp since he has been named 
by Bob Dole as Vice Presidential 
running-mate? 

Netanyahu: Yes, I did. I 
looked for him for about a day 
when he was unreachable, and probably answering 500,000 phone 
calls and moving from place to place. But I finally did get him 
en route to San Diego, and I congratulated him. He's been a per- 
sonal friend for many years, and he sounded delighted, and not 
fearful of the hard work before him. So I told him that I will 
watch closely, but that’s all ’m going to say. I will avoid getting 
into that very delicate issue of American elections, Pll watch it 
from afar. I’ve had an excellent relationship with President Clinton 
and with Vice President Gore, and an excellent relationship with 
Bob Dole and with Jack Kemp. And whoever wins, and it’s an 
interesting question who will win, I will have an excellent relation- 
ship with him as well. 

Rush: In democracies around the world, people with your point 
of view are winning elections over and over again. That's another 
reason there’s so much optimism here, because what you did is 
emblematic of what’s going on all around the world. Best to you in 
all your endeavors. 

Netanyahu: Thank you very much. LU) 














“T think Hollywood and the 
U.S. Congress are kindred 
spirits, sprung from the 
same DNA.” 

— JACK VALENTI, MOTION 
PICTURE ASSOCIATION OF 
AMERICA PRESIDENT, ON 
BoB DOLE’S LATEST SPEECH 
CRITICAL OF THE ENTERTAIN- 
MENT INDUSTRY, QUOTED IN 
THE SACRAMENTO BEE 
And speaking of DNA... 


“T consider myself a relatively moral guy.” 
— O.J. SIMPSON, QUOTED IN 
ESQUIRE MAGAZINE 
Relative to what? 


“Never before have there been so many 
rock-bottom people ... They've lost control 
of their lives ’cause they got no morals.” 
— O.J. SIMPSON, CRITICIZING HOLLYWOOD, 


QUOTED IN ESQUIRE MAGAZINE 
And can afford to hire expensive lawyers. 


“The United States has some of the dumb- 
est people in the world. I want you to 
know that. We know that.” 

— TED TURNER, QUOTED IN U.S. NEWs & 
WORLD REPORT 
Natures way of telling you youre in bed with 
too many liberals. 


“It’s not a good time, politically, to be an 
unalloyed free marketer. Most people 
now consider the market a pretty exciting 
companion but not one they want to 
hang out alone with. They want govern- 
ment in the next room.” 

— REP. BARNEY FRANK (D, MA), QUOTED IN 
THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 


Speak for yourself. 


“If this discovery is confirmed it will surely 
be one of the most stunning 
insights into our universe that 
science has ever uncovered.” 
— BILL CLINTON, HAILING 
POSSIBLE SIGNS OF PRIMITIVE 
LIFE ON MARS, AND ANNOUNC- 
ING A “BIPARTISAN SPACE 
SUMMIT,” REUTERS 
The most stunning find 
since Hillary's billing records 
turned up in the White 


House residence. 





Hillary Clinton 





Ross Perot 


Folks, | don’t make this stuff up 


“I just have to be who I am. 
I consider [being First Lady] 
a positive experience for 
me despite the obvious ups 
and downs ...” 

— HILLARY CLINTON, ON 
CRITICISM, AP 
Investing in cattle futures 
again, are we? 


“T have given my husband 
advice when he’s asked for it.” 
— HILLARY CLINTON, AP 
And a lamp, when he’s really asked for it. 


“I feel good and I’m going 
to Disneyland.” 

— RODNEY KING, CONVICTED OF RUNNING 
OVER HIS ESTRANGED WIFE BUT ACQUITTED 
OF ABUSE, RECKLESS DRIVING AND ASSAULT 
WITH A DEADLY WEAPON, THE CAR, AP 
Rodney: Take the train. Please. 


“In 1998 I would want people to say, 
“We gave these bozos another chance 
and they did pretty well.” 

— Rep. DICK GEPHARDT, HOUSE 
MINORITY LEADER, ON DEMOCRAT HOPES 
TO REGAIN CONTROL OF THE HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES IN 1996, QUOTED IN 


THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
You had too many chances already, 


which is why most of you clowns 
were sent home. 


“Watch the debate and you will see 
that thing twinkle ... Let’s say you 
were fed good answers ... don’t boast 
publicly about it because that is cheating. 
See, the news should have been, “They 
cheated.’ Maybe it was an earache, 
who knows? All I know is that you can 
see it twinkle. It was right at the 

bottom of the ear.” 

— Ross PEROT, CLAIMING THAT 
VICE PRESIDENT AL GORE 
WORE AN EARPIECE THROUGH 
WHICH HE WAS FED ADVICE 
DURING THEIR 1993 NAFTA 
DEBATE ON “LARRY KING LIVE,” 
QUOTED BY GERALD POSNER 
IN CITIZEN PEROT: HIS LIFE 


AND TIMES 
Twinkle, twinkle Little 


General, how I wonder 
what you are. 
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“Republicans keep treating Bill Clinton 
like he’s some kind of mad, out-of- 
touch liberal.” 

— ANN LEWIS, CLINTON CAMPAIGN 


SPOKESWOMAN, AP 
It could be because Bill Clinton keeps 


behaving that way. 


“IT was a kid in the 1970s. You know, 
did I smoke a joint from time to time? 
Of course I did.” 

— MIKE McCurry, WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS SECRETARY, QUOTED IN 
THE CHICAGO TRIBUNE 
Apparently a job requirement for 
this Administration. 


“Use the means of 
one party to achieve 
the ends of another.” 

— Dick MorkrIs, 

CLINTON CAMPAIGN 
GURU, ADVISING BILL 

CLINTON TO ADOPT 

CONSERVATIVE 


THEMES, AP 
Translation: Pretend 


youre a Republican 
to get elected. 


Dick Morris 


“The platform calls for smaller govern- 
ment, law and order, and for shifting 
of more authority from Washington 

to the states.” 
— NEW YORK TIMES DESCRIPTION OF 


THE DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM 
You mean they want to starve the children; 


throw old folks into the street; poison the 
food, water, and air? 


“What America needs, in short, is a 
no-B.S. agenda.” 
— DICK LAMM, ANNOUNCING HIS REFORM 
PARTY PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDACY, QUOTED 


IN THE DALLAS MORNING NEWS 
No, 43 percent of America likes B.S. 


“When drug dealers wear pagers and gang 
members have cell phones, I think it’s 
time we put high technology on the side 
of law and order.” 

— BILL CLINTON, ANNOUNCING NEW 
CELL PHONES FOR “CITIZEN PATROLS AND 
NEIGHBORHOOD-WATCH GROUPS,” QUOTED 


IN THE NEW YORK TIMES 
Especially in the White House. 
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“The plan is simply incredi- 
ble. Simply incredible. This 


“I mean, what hap- 
pens to Detroit? 


What happens to plan would simply blow a 

New York? What huge hole in the deficit.” 
happens to Boston? — Laura TYSON, HEAD OF THE 

What happens to PRESIDENT’S COUNCIL OF 


ECONOMIC ADVISERS, ON 
“CBS THis MORNING” 
Over to you, Gene: 


other cities? If 
youre going to 
address urban 
issues, it’s got to be 
done on an across- 
the-board basis.” 
— LEON PANETTA, ON CLINTON 
ADMINISTRATION OPPOSITION TO A FEDERAL 
TAX CUT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, AP 
Across-the-board tax cuts! A brilliant idea! 





Leon Panetta 


“The surface appeal of tax 
cuts is always attractive. 
But [these] reckless tax cuts 
... will blow a hole in 
the deficit.” 

— GENE SPERLING, WHITE HOUSE 
ECONOMIC ADVISER, QUOTED IN 
THE NEW YorRK TIMES 
Wait a minute ... you forgot to call 


taxpayers “greedy.” 


“T was not elected to take food from the 
mouths of children.” 

— SEN. PAUL WELLSTONE (D, MN), 
EXPLAINING WHY HE WAS THE ONLY 
DEMOCRAT UP FOR REELECTION TO VOTE 
AGAINST THE WELFARE REFORM BILL, QUOT- 
ED IN 7HE MINNEAPOLIS STAR TRIBUNE 


Or billions of dollars from the pockets 


of welfare bureaucrats. 


“The 15 percent across-the-board tax cut 
is big enough to win voters’ attention and 
excite their greed.” 

— NEW YORK TIMES EDITORIAL, 
“TAX-CUT TRICKERY,” CRITICIZING 
DOLE’S TAX-CUT PLAN 
How dare voters want to keep more 
of their own money! 


“You can put wings on a pig, but you dont 
make it an eagle.” 

— BILL CLINTON, CRITICIZING THE WELFARE 
REFORM BILL SHORTLY BEFORE SIGNING IT, 
QUOTED IN THE HOTLINE 
You can put conservative words in the mouth of 
a liberal, but you dont make him trustworthy. 


“Americans know that, in an election 
year, when someone promises something, 
they are likely to get nothing.” 

— MIKE McCurry, WHITE HOUSE PRESS 
SECRETARY, ON DOLE’S TAX-CUT PLAN, UPI 
“We'll trash it.” Been there, done that. 
— UNNAMED WHITE HOUSE OFFICIAL, 
BEFORE BOB DOLE RELEASED HIS TAX CUT 
PLAN, WHEN ASKED HOW DEMOCRATS WOULD 
RESPOND, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON POST 
And then steal it. 


“This is not a time to try to pander 
to the American public with a suggestion 
of massive tax cuts.” 
— CHRIS DoDD, DNC CO-CHAIR, ON THE 
DOLE PLAN, QUOTED IN THE BOSTON GLOBE 
Tax increases are 


“investments.” Tax cuts are 
“pandering.” And Democrats 
are... Democrats. 


“Today he'll join those who 
believe cutting taxes promotes 
greater economic growth.” 
— ELIZABETH ARNOLD, ON 
DOLE’S TAX-CUT PLAN, ON 


NATIONAL PUBLIC RADIO “This week it’s a $548 
This is not a “belief.” It is a fact. billion tax cut. Next week, 
free beer.” 


— EDITORIAL IN THE SYRACUSE 
HERALD JOURNAL CRITICIZING 
THE DOLE PLAN 
I know — you liberals 


would really prefer free 
joints, right? 


“It would blow a hole in 
the deficit.” 

— AL GORE, ON DOLE’S 
TAX-CUT PLAN, QUOTED IN 
THE BOSTON GLOBE 

All together now: 








Laura Tyson 


“Tf this is challenged effectively 
it will raise general questions 
about Bob Dole’s character.” 

— STAN GREENBERG, 
DEMOCRATIC POLLSTER, CRITI- 
CIZING DOLE’S TAX-CUT PLAN 
ON CNBC’s “EQUAL TIME 
These guys are shameless. 


“It’s like going to the candy 
store; you know, [’ll have some 
of that and some of that and 
some of that and some of that 
... but if you eat it all at once, 
you may get sick.” 

— BILL CLINTON, DERIDING DOLE’S TAX-CUT 
PLAN, REUTERS 
No; tax cuts only make Democrats sick. 


“He has discredited his 
profession.” 

— COLUMNIST MARK SHIELDS, ON THE 
ONCE-ANONYMOUS JOE KLEIN, 
WHO LIED ABOUT HIS AUTHORSHIP OF 
PRIMARY COLORS, ON PBS’s “NEwSHOurR” 
Impossible. 


“Not only did he lie, he lied aggressively 
... Reporters can’t lie.” 

— MICHAEL TOMASKyY, NEW YORK MAGAZINE 
COLUMNIST, ON JOE KLEIN, QUOTED IN 
THE PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER 
Unless they are discussing Republican 
Medicare policies. 


“Tf a politician 
had lied the 
way Joe 
[Klein] lied, he 
would be out 
of a job.” 
— PAUL 
BEGALA, 
CLINTON 
CONSULTANT, 
QUOTED IN 
THE CHICAGO 
TRIBUNE 
Not necessarily... 





Bill Clinton 


“I never gave my word on that.” 
— BILL CLINTON, ANGRILY REVOKING 
WHITE HOUSE PROMISES TO PAY THE 
LEGAL BILLS OF FIRED TRAVEL OFFICE 


EMPLOYEES, AP. 
Would it matter if you had? 
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Many people say | need to be balanced with equal time. Not so— | AM... 








CUSHY JAIL 

Are you a criminal? Well, if you are ... 
for $64 dollars a night, you can do your 
time in the Kent City jail in Washington 
state. That’s right; if you've been convicted 
of a “minor” crime elsewhere, you can ask 
your sentencing 
judge for permis- 
sion to go directly 
to jail in Kent. 

And you'll get 
in ... if you're 
lucky. Because the 
jail is so popular 
among the con- 
victed set, that 
some days they’re 
all booked up. 
They actually take 
reservations. Es- 
pecially in Sept- 
ember, their busy 
season, when a 
lot of vacationers 
convicted of petty 
crimes call the jail hoping for space. Kent 
has taken reservations from “guest prison- 
ers,” as they’re called, as far away as Alaska. 


What makes it so popular with criminals? 
The jail’s kitchen staff bakes cookies and 


LIBERAL OLYMPICS 
Hard-core liberals hate competition. They 
want everybody to be equal — on a level 
playing field. So the Olympics, with clear 
winners and losers, drove them up a wall. 
Compassionate broadcaster and human- 
itarian that I am, I have come up with an 
idea to help liberals adapt. They can start 
practicing now for their own future 
Liberal Olympics ... which can take place 
on their terms: 
¢ Liberal politicians, for instance, can try 
out for the first-ever synchronized spend- 
ing competition. They can compete to see 
who can tax their constituents the most, 


EC 
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ual Time 


cakes. There is a library. Prisoners aren't 
required to work. “We have a nice jail,” 
says Lt. Curtis Lutz, the head jailer. 

Folks, our society has lost the resolve to 
punish people. Why do we concern our- 





selves with the 
comfort level of 
bad guys? Or 
whether criminals 
— like the Men- 
endez brothers or 
the killer of Polly 
Klaas — are sorry 
for their crimes or 
not. Why in the 
world give a hoot 
about that? You 
should be pun- 
ished for what 
you do, not for 
how you feel af- 
terward. [’m sick 
of speculation 
about the “moti- 


vation” of criminals. But this is what de- 
cades of the touchy-feely liberal approach 
to crime has brought us. The bad guys are 
making reservations to eat cookies at the 


Kent City jail. 


bound to be a hot contest. 

Liberal journalists can get into the act, too. 
Have a liberal weight-lifting competition. 
See who can carry the most water for 
Democratic policies and politicians. This 
one may be too close to call! 

Finally, healthy, dependent liberals who sit 
home and do nothing all day can join 
the 100-yard liberal dash. See who can 
sprint to the mailbox in record time when 
the government check arrives! And they 
must be sure to run with their hand out 
... for their hand-out. 

See? Even dyed-in-the-wool liberals can 


ILLUSTRATION BY MIKE SHELTON FOR THE LIMBAUGH LETTER 





BoTTLe Deposit 

The European Laboratory for 
Particle Physics in Geneva, 
Switzerland recently had to delay 
the launch of one of the world’s 
most powerful particle accel- 
erators. It wasn't working. For 
the uninitiated, a particle accel- 
erator uses superconducting mag- 
nets to shoot beams of particles 
(little stuff) real fast around a 
circular tunnel. Kind of like an 
underground Indy 500 for 
atoms. Which helps scientists fig- 
ure out the origins of the universe. 

So, with 2,000 scientists wait- 
ing to discover the origins of the 
universe, they couldn't get a sin- 
gle particle to make the loop. A 
test finally pinpointed a block- 
age. Someone had slipped two 
empty beer bottles into the pol- 
ished vacuum pipe where the 
particles are supposed to travel. 
Once they were removed, the 
accelerator worked fine. 

Some officials think the bot- 
tles may have been an act of sab- 
otage. But the way I see it, two 
regular guys were probably 
standing around after pouring 
tunnel concrete or polishing vac- 
uum pipes. There they were, 
chugging beer, speculating on 
the origins of the universe. They 
came to the undeniable conclu- 
sion that God created the uni- 
verse ... so they decided to call it 
a day. Guys, this Bud’s for you. 


Work ETHIC 

In 1994, an out-of-control 
car pinned Ron Holman against 
his Postal Service Jeep, injuring 
him so severely that doctors had 
to amputate both legs. Holman, 
in his 30s, could have collected 
disability checks for the rest of 
his life. But he has returned to 


work, taking a desk job with the 
Postal Service in Erie, PA. Ron 
set three goals. First, to get out of 


know the thrill of winning; they can be 
competitive ... without ever compromising 
their principles! 


and who can spend the most on failed pro- 
grams. With all the practice they've had — 


they certainly aren't amateurs — this is 


* en 
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the hospital; next, to walk again; 
and third, to go back to work. 
Which he did, with artificial 
limbs. He says going back to 
work is a challenge, but it’s one 
he — in his words — “is willing 
to step up to.” 

Contrast his attitude with cer- 
tain other Americans. Some are 
predicting catastrophe with wel- 
fare reform. They say it’s “cruel” 
to give healthy adults a time limit 
to get a job, and claim children 
will be hurt. In any society, there 
are Ron Holmans. But there are 
also those who are unwilling to 
step up to the challenges and re- 
sponsibilities of life. In our soci- 


ety, those people are called liberals. 


JuDiciAL WisDOM 

U.S. District Judge Jackson 
Kiser has declared a part of the 
crime bill unconstitutional. He 
dismissed a lawsuit brought a- 
gainst two Virginia Tech football 
players for the rape of a student 
in their dorm. The woman did 
not report the alleged attack for 
several months. No criminal 
charges were ever filed. Instead, 
she sued in federal court, using 
the Violence Against Women 
Act — part of the 1994 crime 
bill. Her attorneys argued that 
sexual attacks deprive women of 
their civil rights and affect inter- 
state commerce. 

But Judge Kiser ruled that 
Congress overstepped its Cons- 
titutional mandate. While “vio- 
lence against women is a perva- 
sive and troublesome aspect of 
American life” that needs real at- 
tention, he said, “Congress is not 
invested with the authority to 
cure all of the ills of mankind.” 
Now anyone convicted of rape 
should be severely punished. 
Period. But by calling this 
serious crime a breach of civil 
rights or interstate commerce, 
Congress trivializes it. 

The woman’s lawyers say 
she plans to appeal. But while 
this is fought in the judicial sys- 
tem, remember Judge Kiser’s 
profound observation: “Con- 
gress is not invested with the 
authority to cure all the ills 
of mankind.” This statement 
should be carved in marble on 


Capitol Hill. 
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SPYING ON NATURE 

In light of recent news on terrorism, you 
might consider the new mission of the CIA to 
be ... somewhat odd. Director John Deutch 
has announced that the agency will now spy 
on Mother Nature. That’s right; our spy sat- 
ellites will zoom in on “ecologically sensitive” 
sites around the world, to help forecast natur- 
al disasters. It’s called the “Global Fiducials 
Program,” and guess who's credited with the 
idea? None other than Al Gore, who as Sena- 
tor started our CIA down the road to becom- 
ing a kinder, greener agency. “The costs are 
small and the potential benefits enormous,” 
says Deutch, noting that scientists had already 
been helped to “spot changes in desert boun- 


daries, vegetation and polar ice.” Oh, goody. 

Has the CIA solved the mystery surrounding 
the killing of 19 of our soldiers by a terrorist 
bomb in Saudi Arabia a few months ago? It 
has not. Not to mention the still-unsolved 
explosion of TWA’s Flight 800. Yet the agency 
charged with intelligence is taking on the 
environmental beat? 

This is what you get with liberals running 
things. The military has been transformed 
into an international Meals-on-Wheels. De- 
fense Secretary Perry is planting sunflowers on 
nuclear missile sites overseas. Now the CIA is 
doing weather. What’s next? Uniformed offic- 
ers serving hors d’oeuvres at the White House? 





PUBLIC MORALS 


Executives at CBS are gearing up for a huge controversy, bracing themselves for angry phone 
calls and letters when they launch a new sitcom. The show, “Public Morals,” is apparently 
hoping to break through all the clutter on TV ... by shocking people with raunchy language and 
plots. Something new, they think! 

This series is about a New York police squad that handles vice crimes. In the first episode, the 
word “whore” is thrown around more than a dozen times. And a phrase I cannot print in a fami- 
ly publication is used to describe a part of the female anatomy. It’s one of those terms that, if 
your child used it, you would wash his mouth out with soap ... and then send him to bed with- 
out rinsing. Doesnt it just figure that this is what we get from the first TV sitcom with the word 
“morals” in the title? , 

Some CBS affiliates say they wont air the show. While that would usually concern television 
executives, the Entertainment President of CBS says he respects their decision. An admission, in 
effect, that the show is trashy. So why not just clean it up? CBS says it doesn’t want to interfere 
with the “creative license” of the show’s producer. Never mind that it’s sure to offend millions of 
their viewers. 

This is why television is losing its grip. Too many show-business types don’t understand what 
makes for humor, good taste — and, more importantly, they don’t understand you, and the val- 


ues you hold dear. 


Cat FANCY 

I have decided to look at animals (which I 
love and adore) with fresh respect for their 
vast intellectual capacity. I’m a dog person, 
but I'll demonstrate my new sensitivity with 
two stories about cats. 

In ‘Tampa, Florida, a tabby named Tipper 


saved his own life with some quick thinking. 
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Seems he was home alone, tried to slip out of 
his flea collar, which began to choke him. 
All would have been lost if he hadn’t knock- 
ed the phone off the hook, and then pawed 
the #1, which was programmed to speed-dial 
911. The dispatcher heard howling and sent 
a deputy, who extricated Tipper from the col- 
lar. Obviously, Tipper knew he was in trou- 
ble, and knew how to cry for help. 

Item two, also from Tampa. Tessa the cat 
is so smart, that she eats at the table with a 
fork and spoon. It took Tessas owner, Faye 
Murrell, nine months, but she taught her cat 
to sit up straight and eat right. Every day, 
Murrell washes Tessa’s paws and straps on 
the silverware. Tessa takes it from there. She 
climbs onto her “favorite” chair and shovels 
in the cat food. 

Now if these two stories don't demon- 
strate feline intellectual acumen, and my 
appreciation of it, I don’t know what will. 








he President ended terrorism a while back — have you for- 
7 gotten? He went to a remote airstrip in Egypt with other 

world leaders (some of whom, coincidentally, are up for re- 
election as well). They held a summit and declared terrorism ... 
solved. But the terrorists, darn ’em, just didn’t listen! So now we're 
enacting some more laws. 

This despite the fact that none of the proposed anti-terrorism 
laws would have prevented what happened in Atlanta during 
the Olympics. Here we had arguably the most safeguarded city 
in peacetime history — we had more security, more checkpoints, 
more crowd control, more dogs, 
more bomb detectors, more 
cops, more surveillance — and 
yet some guy got into a park 
with a bomb in a knapsack. 

What’s going on? What’s 
driving this? The problem we 
have with terrorism — blowing 
up airplanes, bombing a public 
park — is not that our laws 
arent strict enough. It’s not that 
our law enforcement isn’t good 
enough. It’s not that we haven't 
done enough to find out who 
these people are. The reason 
people are doing it is because 
something has happened to 
us. People didn’t used to do 
such things. 

More than ever before, there is an element of our population 
which flouts the laws of civilized society. For the fun of it. Now 
don't get me wrong — there have always been criminals. There have 
always been those who threaten the safety and well-being of the 
law-abiding. I don’t mean we're experiencing behaviors that have 
never happened before; but the degree to which they're happening, 
and the places they’re happening, we have not seen in our society. 

We have not seen young children arrested on domestic violence 
charges, as was a kid in Orlando recently. According to police, a 
nine year old grabbed his mom’s hair, held a pocket knife to her 
throat, and threatened to kill her when she refused to return to the 
fast food restaurant so he could get the prize he wanted with his 
happy meal. This we have not seen before. 

We have not seen ten-year-olds throw five-year-olds off apart- 
ment roofs to their deaths. In generations past we have not seen 
terrorist acts like those of the Unabomber, or the lunatics who blew 
up the federal building in Oklahoma City, or the loser with the 
knapsack bomb in Atlanta’s Centennial Park. I’m not saying it 
started yesterday or this past weekend; but it is a phenomenon of 
this generation. 

You can see evidence of this if you ever access some of the discus- 
sion groups or on-line “chat rooms” on the Internet. It’s almost 
axiomatic, now, that if the government or any organization designs 
a security system, there will be somebody out there whose purpose 
in life is to thwart it, just for the purposes of thwarting it. 


More than ever 
before, an element 
o£ our population 
flouts the laws of 

Civilized society... 
for the fun of it. 
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And so this is our problem: What has happened to us? Why are 
we spawning such people? Why are these people so willing to engage 
in activities that are totally disruptive to the orderliness of society? I 
know it’s risky to say what’s happening in 1996 is new, because 
human evil is as old as humanity. But still, some things used to not 
be this way. The amount of profanity on TV: it used to not be this 
way. The amount of violence on TV: it used to not be this way. The 
amount of filth so available in every media in this country was never 
this profligate. And the people defending it were never treated as the 
sages they are perceived to be today. People who engaged in porn- 
ography and smut were always 
condemned. They’re not uni- 
vesally condemned anymore. 
This is new. 

Look at the Internet. We've got 
people who, because of a genuine 
concern for decency, hope there 
would be a way to limit the a- 
mount of absolute filth and smut 
and crap that passes for discourse. 
But you've got three-judge panels 
saying it’s unconstitutional to 
impose restrictions on Internet 
smut. You know America’s 
Founding Fathers did not intend 
that society be unprotected 
against unmitigated assaults by 
the transmission of filth. They 
may not have intended for it to 
be squelched by government, either; but there were also societal 
systems in place to see to it that those who flouted decency and 
common sense and the law were dealt with effectively. But that no 
longer seems to be happening. Instead, we are making heroes and 
celebrities out of the most perverted members of society. 

a the bomb-sniffing dogs in the world and delay airplane travel 

by hours while we examine every inch of every bag of every 
airplane. That’s not going to stop the desire of people to try to bring 
an airplane out of the sky. You can have ten times the security ofh- 
cers in a park as civilians and it’s not going to stop somebody from 
trying to stash a bomb in there. 

The fact that somebody wanted to put a bomb in that park 
is what bothers me. The fact that so many of our citizens want 
to destroy their lives on drugs, is what bothers me. The fact that 
so many people want to engage in destructive and violent and 
vicious behavior, is what bothers me. The fact so 
many openly defy American traditions and Am- 
erican institutions and American law, is what 
bothers me. 

You can pass all the laws you want, my 
friends, but none of this will stop until we repair, 
rebuild and restore something that many do not 
even dare to say aloud: the soul of the nation. 


o we can pass all the laws we want and can come up with all 








Is There intelligent 
Life in Que Schools? 


continued from page 4 


observed: “I think it’s more of a political 
comment than a lesson in mathematics.” Is 
this arguable, folks? She was overruled. Acc- 
ording to the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, 
Joanne Kleist, executive director of the 
Waukesha curriculum, said that “even if 
some of the exercises don't appear to involve 
math directly, they still require students to 
gather and analyze data.” There are going 
to be some really accomplished eighth- 
grade math whizzes in that school. 

The Wisconsin Policy Research Institute, 
which examined how 65 textbooks portrayed 
environmental issues, said its sample of sci- 
ence, health and geography texts “presents 
human beings as evil, and blames the United 
States in particular and Western industrial 
society in general for every environmental ill.” 

Par for the course. Dr. Michael Sanera, 
director of the Claremont Institute’s Center 
for Environmental Education,! has reviewed 
140 textbooks (6th through 10th grade) and 
over 170 environmental books written for 
kids. “Children,” he says, “are being scared 
green.” He concludes that “scare tactics pre- 
dominate and scientifically sound informa- 
tion is largely missing.” (See box, p. 4.) 





orld Geography, 
published by 
Prentice Hall, 
takes on defor- 
}.estation in Brazil. It informs 
Pehildren of “the sound of 
saws and the smell of 
™ .” Result? An “ awe-inspiring 
fies! is reduced to useless wastelar !.” This is 
a geography text. American students may not 
have a clue where Chicago is, or 
New Delhi, or (God forbid) Rome, but they'll 
sure as heck know the evils of lumberjacks. 

Another geography text, Exploring a 
Changing World, published by Globe Book 
Company, notes that China — China! — 
“has a lot to show the developing world 
about producing food ... They rely on 
human labor rather than expensive 
machines.” This enlightened country still 
uses political prisoners for slave labor. 

And get this, from a history text, The 
American Odyssey, published by Glencoe: 









1 Tf you are looking for some balance and sanity on this sub- 
ject, I suggest Facts, Not Fear: A Parents’ Guide to Teaching 
Children About the Environment by Michael Sanera and Jane 
S. Shaw, which will be available from Regnery (1-800-955- 
5493) at the end of October. As a powerful and influential 


member of the media, I have obtained an advance copy. 


“Environmentalists [in the 1970s] warned 
that the United States’ natural resources were 
being abused and destroyed by two forces. 
The first was governmental reluctance to 
curb industrial growth and commercial 
development. The second was the greed and 
unscrupulous actions of businesses that 
placed profit ahead of responsibility.” 
Standard fare in the American classroom. 
Here's another history text, Tivo Centuries of 
Progress, published by Glencoe/McGraw Hill: 
“During the years since 
World War II, pollu- 
tion has become a 
major danger. Auto- 
mobiles, aircraft, and 
factories have poured 
dangerous gases into 
the air. Sewage, indus- 
trial wastes and oil spills 
have polluted land and 
water. Many lakes, 
streams and coastal 
waters have become 
deadly for wildlife. Some bodies of water have 
become dangerous for human use.” What kid, 
reading that, would want to leave the house? 
The environmental education movement 
has worked very hard to get itself ensconced 
in the state bureaucracies, and in many 
locales is a tangle of funding, training, inter- 
agency and grants programs. As an article in 
The EE Advocate admits: “Good environ- 
mental education programs don’t just hap- 
pen overnight; they gradually evolve, occa- 
sionally pushed to a new level by timely 
legislation or a dynamic partnership ... 
Successful EE programs rely on a combina- 
tion of ‘components,’ all inter-related and 
working together to form a comprehensive EE 
program.” A classic description of how all lib- 
eral programs operate if there ever was one. 
But their crowning achievement, in many 
states, is an innocuous-sounding provision of 
the law that parents recognize as a poison pill 
for their kids. Most state environmental edu- 
cation laws require some sort of “motivation 
for action” that is, “the commitment to act” 
or “contribute to decision-making processes” 
for a healthy environment. Translation: 
political activism. This is the part of the for- 
mula that distresses the parents who write 
me. They are convinced — and their concern 
is legitimate — that the schools are trying 
to create an army of little liberal agitators. 
Consider some texts: 
@ Your Health: “Boycott products whose pro- 
ducers are obvious polluters and inform the 
companies of your displeasure. Become politi- 
cally involved. Urge your local, state, and 
federal representatives to take action against 
existing air, land, and water pollution ... Press 
your representatives to provide financial sup- 


“Environmental education” 
is a singularly successful 
campaign by the far left, 

with a reach and a power 
equalled only by its invisibili- 
ty. It is barely on the radar 
screens of most in Wash- 
ington. Only parents notice. 


port for non-polluting transportation and 
energy-production technologies.” 

© Environmental Science: The Way the World 
Works: “Keep informed on how the Clean Air 
Act ... is being implemented and enforced. If 
there are attempts to weaken it, protest to 
your congresspersons. Ask them to promote 
new standards to increase the average vehicle 
fuel efficiencies.” “Write your Senators and 
Representatives ... [to] set and enforce stan- 
dards for ozone and other pollutants that 
will protect crops, 
forests and all other 
aspects of the environ- 
ment, not just human 
health ... Further delays 
are not tolerable.” 

e The popular 50 
Simple Things Kids Can 
Do to Save the Earth: 
“Kids have a lot of 
power. Whenever you 
say something, grown- 
ups have to listen ... So 
if saving the Earth is important to you, then 
grown-ups will have to follow along.” 

@ The Kid’s Guide to Social Action, by 
Barbara A. Lewis (a handbook developed for 
teachers and students): “This is the age of the 
kid. The world needs to see your work and 
hear your voice. And you need to start assert- 
ing your rights.” The book includes sections 
with titles such as: “Six Ways to Fundraise”; 
“Parading, Picketing and Protesting”; and 
“Tips for Successful Lobbying.” 

Fortunately, like most of liberalism, this 
stuff is so silly and so out of touch with real 
life in America that it is destined to ultimately 
collapse under its own weight. And I have 
great faith in the intelligent life of the Ameri- 
can schoolkid. Most normal American 
children will pay little heed to the earnest 
entreaties of those who wish to turn them into 
robots for the environmentalist wacko cause. 
The great misfortune is that they will have 
had to endure such a colossal waste of their 
time. Time that should be filled with learning 
to spell, to add, and most important, to dis- 
cern freedom’s gifts. But there is still hope. 
Because there is, always, me. 


To subscribe, call 1-800-457-4141 
Do you believe America needs lower 
taxes, smaller government, a return to 
traditional values, more personal 
responsibility, and more freedom? 
Welcome to the fold, fellow extremist. 
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Name: Anonymous Cbut you can call me Craig) 

Address: White House basement, next to The Vault 

Position desired: White House personnel security chief for life. 
second choice: manager of the U.S. nuclear codes(a.k.a. 
the nuclear football) 





EDUCATION: In favor of it, especially the school lunch program 
Circle highest grade completed: 

1 2 3 4. 5 6 ri 8 9 10 #11 12 
CThey said I didn't have to fill this part out.) 


College: Security consultant for student protest organiza-— 


tions in many fine institutions of higher learning. 
Graduate School: Yes, I plan to graduate in the neer future. 





WHO HIRED YOU? A1LXGSPxX KiHSX Mowe Hee MBE ME K Hub’ KDA UM 


You-know-who 


EVER CONVICTED OF ANY OFFENSE? (conviction not an automatic bar to employment): (Rap sheets 
sent under separate cover. I mean, sent undercover separately.) 


MILITARY RECORD: (service not an automatic bar toemployment): Of course not! 

HAVE YOU EVER BEEN DISMISSED FROM ANY POSITION? (They said I didn't have to 
fill this part out.) 

DRUGUSE: AS Mike McCurry says: Of course! 

LIST PREVIOUS POSITIONS HELD, OR OTHER QUALIFYING EXPERIENCE: 

Bar bouncer; invented chicken suit for professional 
hecklers in 1992 campaign; useful contacts in the FBI, 


if you know what I mean. Useful contacts in The Family, if 


you know what I mean. 
TURN-ONS: Butt Man TURN-OFFS: Republicans 


SUBJECTS OF SPECIAL STUDY OR RESEARCH WORK:Xd4 Rte Hikeixke opposition 


research; campaign infiltration and disruption; file management 


EQUIPMENT YOU CAN OPERATE: copy machine; Secret Service computer 
system; wiretaps; surveillance cameras; brass knuckles 


REFERENCES: Lonyy Margeca Al ppreyVince Fester, Reyyig Nysppapm 


4x 4x 4x 


You-know-who 
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